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THE BOARD OF DEPUTIES. 
To the Editor of ithe Jewish Chronicle. 


Gir, Impartiality being—or it should be—the watchword of the press 
Sir, —Impartiality, being every person whom the recording-clerk of the Society of 


and of the reading public, I request you to give insertion to my reply to — Friends, commonly called Quakers, at their central office in London, | 


the appeal of “Gunmas.” Tam concerned in this gontroversy only as 
a meber of the Jewish community; and, as such, I shall not allow 
myself to be led away by any party motive or partisanship. Peace is 
my aim; and if [ succeed in pouring one single drop of soothing oil on 


the sea of agitation, passioti, and contention, I shall conclude the year | 


- which now closes upon us happy and contented. 
‘With much respect, i subscribe myself, Sir, yours truly, 
NEM 


27th of Ellul, 5613 SEPTEMBER. 30, 1853. 


+] 


No, $91. 


+ And be it iaiakad that the Registrar General shall furnish, or 
cause to be furnished, to the rector, vicar, or curate of every church 
and chapel in England, wherein marriages may lawfully be solemnised, 


shall from time to time certify in writing under his hand to the Registrar 


. General to be a registering officer in England to the said society, and 


also to every person whom the president for the time being of the London 


Pear the causes between your that ye may form a correct 


judgment. '—Deut. 1. 16. 
AUDIATUR ET ALTERA PARS. 


To the Congr egations represented and unrepresented at the Board of 
| Deputies. 


represented at, or not certified by, the Board of Deputies, to stimulate 
_ them to be both certified. and represented. 
journal which is a Jewish organ are sought after, and read with avidity 
and interest, by every one of the Jewish community at large to whom 
~ Jewish affairs have any—even the slightest—importance, I address you, 
~ one and all, on this all-important and grave subject. 


GUNMAS,’ 
judice you beforehand against any counter-appeal which might venture 
to grapple with his line of arguments and reasonings. 
“to beware of the religious cant with which bi gotry always comes masked.” 


correct judgment.” 


T hate cant—above all, religious cant—and the pen which traces these — 
lines is dipped in ink unadulterated with bigotry; and I would have even 
- spurned the mask of the “ Anonymous, * had not “ Gunmas” set the | 
‘T hate the cry of “ religion in danger;” it is the “ Shiboleth” | 


example. 
_ ofa weak party in a weaker cause. 
facts, plain and simple, and rest satisfied that your verdict will bring 
home to me neither religious cant nor bigotry. 
question “ pure and simple,” uncontaminated by ebullitions of choler, 
temper, or passion; neither will I descend to the use of a vituperative 
phraseology, such as “ignorant bigotry,’’ ‘ insane injustice,” ‘“‘ madness,” 

_“flunkeyism,” and so on. ‘‘ Facts are stubborn things.” Widely as I 


differ.from “ Gunmas,” I agree with him in the sentiments with which | 
he opens his appeal, when he says, ‘I now address you ona solemn. 


occasion, for with you remains a solemn trust, in the exercise of which 
you have the power of rendering a signal service, not only to the ‘Jews 
of England,’ but to all ‘Israel’—with you it remains to decide (under 


God) whether that remnant of. it—England—shall be united, and have — 
_ & bond of united strength, which is likely to be a medium of the greatest | 


good to all Israel—or with you it remains to decide, whether Israel in 
England is to be plunged into the direst confusion, anarcliy, and chaos; 
and whether all, or nearly all, the charitable institutions, which reflect 
so noble a lustre on the British Jews, are to be sacrificed at the shrine” 
—not, as Gunmas” ange ‘of ignorant bigotry,’ but—of inconsistent 
liberality, 

To make good this my own version, I will at once proceed to plate 
before you my statement. 


But as the columns of.a— 


The appeal has" 
made you acquainted with one side of the question; I shall endeavour — 
to place before you the other side of it; and when you shall have “ heard 
the causes between your SI: I leave it in your hands to “ form a 


He told you 


I will endeavour to lay before you 


Committee of Deputies of the British Jews shall from time to time certify in 
writing under his hand to the Registrar General to be the secretary of a 


synagogue in England of PERSONS PROFESSING THE JEWISH RELIGION, 
a sufficient number in duplicate of marriage register-books, and forms 
for certified copies thereof, as hereinafter provided ; the etc. 


And ip ‘sect. 


. And every such secretary of a synagogue, immediately alter 


every marriage solemnised between any two persons professing the ; 
| Jewish religion, of whom the husband shall belong to the synagogue 


whereof he is secretary, shall register, or cause to be registered, in 


duplicate, in two of the said marriage register-books, the several par- 
-ticulars relating to that marriage, according to the form of the said — 


- Brethren!— n appeal has been put forth in the columns of this he shall or shall not be present at such’ marriage, shall satisfy himself 
journal, addressed avowedly to such congregations as are either not | thatthe proceedings in relation thereto have been conformable to the 


| uSAGEs of the said society, or of the persons "professing the Jewish regen, : 


and every such registering officer or secretary, whether 


__as the case may be; and every such entry,” etc. 


’ in his appeal, has endeavoured to pre- | 


My statement shall be | 


There has existed fora number of years an assembly of dilegsicn | 


representing the various Jewish cougregations of England, which con- 
Stituted itself under the name of “ The London Committee of Deputies 
of the British Jews.” The first time any Act of Parliament takes cog- 
nizance of this “‘ Committee of Deputies of the British Jews,” is in the 
7 Marriage Act,” passed in the year 1836—VI. and VII. of William IV. 
—intituled, “ An Act for Registering Births, Deaths, and Marriages in 
England,” where we tend, in cap. Ixxxvi. sect. 


| British Jews” 


sident,”’ 


has, 
- cause to be registered, the several particulars relating to that marriage.” 
He has, moreover, to “ satisfy himself that the proceedings in relation 
thereto have been. conformable to the USAGES a of the persons prey 


We see in ne Act of Parliament the “ Committee of Deputies of the 
recognised, and empowered to certify, “by their pre- 
a person to be the secretary of a synagogue in England of | 


persons professing the Jewish religion. This secretary, so certified, 


immediately ‘after every marriage solemnised, to “ register, or 


the Jewish religion.” 


The recognition of the Board of Deputies by this Act of Patliameat : 


is essentially religious. The president of the Board can certify a secre- 


tary of a synagogue, who has to register marriages solemnised between 


persons professing the Jewish religion, and to satisfy himself that the 
proceedings have been conformable to the usages of the persons pro- 


fessing the Jewish religion. 


and recognising the Jewish religion only in its TOTALITY AND ENTIRETY, 


the late Dr. Solomon Hirschel, Chief Rebli, at their head—issued a 


as then existing in the year when the act was passed. No seceding or | 


Parliament legislated for the solemnisation _ 
“of marriages according to the usages of the Jewish religion, knowing 


dissenting body of | po was then in existence; the act, therefore, can 


only refer to orthodox or primitive Judaism. | 
With the constitution of the Board we are all sufficiently acquainted ; 


and “ Gunmas” has, moreover, annexed to his appeal the resolutions 
would ke, therefore, superfluous on my part to enumerate them. I shall 
only refer to one or the other of them, in as far as they bear on the 
| question at issue. 


passed in the year 5601—1841, for the government of the Board. 


Resolution 10 enacts, that the period of servige of 


the Deputies shall be for three years, at the expiration of which period 


a new election shall take place. 
month of lyar’’ last. 


Such an election did take place in the 


refused to admit. 
‘‘Gunmas,” 
who calls himself a member of an orthodox congregation, wishes to see 


them admitted, on the principle of liberality and liberty of conscience. 


‘he question for you to consider, however, is one of right and justice 
~—justice to yourselves, to the Jewish community all over the world, and 
to the religion you profess. Here is a body of gentlemen who, deli- 
berately and of their own free will, seceded from the main body of Jews, 


. repudiated the authority which had been acknowledged for two thousand 
_ years by all who called themselves Jews—repudiated and discontinued 


to observe institutions, rites, and ceremonies instituted by this authority, 
and observed by the main body. They, in the year 1841, formed 
themselves into a separate congregation. The ecclesiastical board— 


Among the members elected to the Board of zi 
_ Deputies, were returned for country congregations, four gentlemen, 
reputed members of the Margaret-street congregation, whom the president 
Out of these elections, and the rejection of the mem- ~ 
bers so clected, arose this grave and serious controversy. 
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stating that, as they had rejected the Oral Law, they could not be per- 


_ subsequent circumstances, however, required that it should be no longer 


- Elul, 5601,” were then carried out. 
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— 


declaration prohibiting the use of their book of prayers, and further 


mitted to have any communion with us Israelites in any religious rite 
or sacred veremony. The promulgation of this declaration was delayed, 
in the hope that there would have been no necessity to give it publicity ; 


withheld from the community; and on the 9th of Chesvan, 5602, the 
“resolutions adopted unanimously at a meeting of the wardens and | 


honorary officers of the several metropolitan synagogues, and of the | 


members of the London Committee of Deputies of the British Jews, and 
others, held at the residence of the Chief Rabbi, the Rev. Solomon 
Hirschel, 23, Bury-street, St. Mary-Axe, on Thursday evening, 24th 


The resolutions were as follows:— 
aaa _ Sir Moses Montefiore in the chair. 
“ The following resolutions were unanimously adopted :— 
“ That the declaration signed by the Rev. Solomon Hirschel and the 
members of the Beth Din be received and adopted by the meeting. | 


That the chairman be requested to forward a copy of the Chief 


Rabbi’s declaration, and the accompanying certificate of the Beth Din, 
to the wardens of the several synagogues in the United Kingdom and 


~ You are farther told, in the appeal, that the four members of the 


-Margaret-street congregation ought to be allowed to take their seat, 


— 


| 
| 


- 


_in the colonies, at such time as he may deem expedient.” 

Thus matters remaine up to the orthodox Jewish religion—is predominating, I ask, With what right 
members of the Margaret-street congregation. Three of these gentle- | : 

fen, after having left the orthodox synagogue for some time, had them- 


selves re-admitted into orthodox congregations, in order thus to become 


eligible to the office of Deputy. The fourth—Mr. Jonasschn, of Sun- 


 derland—had never left the orthodox synagogue of Sunderland when 

- he conformed to the reform principle. He became a. seceder, but 
seceded not. He repudiated the Oral Law in Margaret-street, Caven-_ 

dish-square, London, but acknowledged it in the orthodox synagogue of | 
Sunderland: and so has Mr. Elkin, the orthodox member of the 

orthodox synagogue of Portsea; and so has Mr. Ellis, the orthodox 

: ‘member of the orthodox synagogue of Chatham; and so has Mr. — | the various metropolitan congregations in the year 1841, by this act of 

_ matter of course, you must not suppose me to speak of these gentlemen in 


their individual capacity ; they are to represent at the Board the orthodox | but let them be just before they are generous. Let them be just to 


the orthodox member of the orthodox synagogue of Norwich ! 


principles of their respective orthodox constituents, and as such have 


become public men, and must therefore allow the amount of their | ‘defend. The hand of peace has been held out to our opponents—a 


orthodoxy to be publicly scrutinised. 
And, for argument’s sake, let me put to you another supposition. These 
gentlemen, as members of orthodox congregations, can be elected to, 


and are bound to serve in, the office of wardens of those congregations. 
They may also pay the fine. Suppose, for argument’s sdke, they were | 
elected as wardens, and had accepted the office; would they—or could | 


they, consistently—appear in their places in the synagogue, on the 


second days of the festivals ? ‘hey are the living personifications of | 
two adverse principles in one body. They are seen, Janus-like, with | 


two faces; the obverse bears the stamp of modern reform, the 
reverse is antique with orthodoxy. 


of that straight-forwardness and single-mindedness which is the pride 
and boast of every Englishman 


In order to exclude, as ‘‘Gunmas” said, these gentlemen from the 


Board, a motion had been brought in by Mr. Louis Cohen to the fol- | 


lowing effect :— | 
‘That any member or seAT-HOLDER of a place of worship which 
does not conform in religious matters to the ecclesiastical authorities.as 


heretofore, and agreeably to laws 1 and 2 of the constitution of the 
Board, is not qualified to fill the office of Deputy at the Board.” 


As this motion had not been brought forward at the subsequent | 


‘meeting of the Board, I would no longer dwell upon it, but for the 
inferences “ Gunmas” attempted to draw from it. He construed it as 
a means of exclusion not alone of the four members above reverted to, 


but ‘of any gentleman who is, by virtue of an office, or as the pos- | 


sessor of an estate, the holder of a seat in any church.” 


This is a conclusion as unwarranted by the wording of the motion, as” 
At is precipitate. The motion does not refer to individuals as such, but | 


only in as far as they are ‘‘ members or seat-holders of a place of wor- 
ship WHICH does not conform, etc., as heretofore.” Congregations only, 
and their places of worship, would have come within its operation. As 
long as they were conforming in religious matters to the ecclesiastical 
authority as “ heretofore,” private judgment and private opinions would 
have remained unfettered. Individual members would have been at 
liberty to wear their “fringes” in their pockets, or put them in their 


wardrobe, to “‘ look at them,” as “ heretofore”; they would have been at | 


liberty to “lay Tephilin,” or put their own veto upon them and la 


_ them—aside to rent pews in the church and use them, or build churches 


as ‘‘heretofore.”” And, therefore, the conclusion that “the members of 


re fr one-half the synagogues of England would have been ex- 


is erroneous, and would mislead the unwarv i n- 
clusions. I think you will hold with me, 
after all, as it has been decried. The motion, however, had not been 
brought forward ; the orthodox party—the bigots, the intolerants, the 
gare: as they are, not very charitably styled, liberally appropriating 
the entire stock of this commodity for its own consumption, had 
hone to throw. away on bigots—the orthodox party, I say, wisely and 
considerately giving way, in their desire for peace, to public opinion. 


= | y. What, in the name of all that is— | 
‘not “ mad,”’ as ‘‘ Gunmas” exclaims, in the fulness of his indignation— || 
but what, in the name of all that is consistent and forbearing, becomes 


and you to assist in ‘‘ seating” them, in consideration of the claims wa 


put forth for the removal of our civil disabilities, and our admission into 


| parliament; while by our pertinaciously refusing to admit them to the 
Board, we give a handle to the opponents of our claim to parliamentary 


representation. I maintain, that there exists not the slightest analo 
between the two cases. The Board of Deputies, “as recognised hy 
Act of parliament, has indirectly, by the certified secretary, to watch 
over the due solemnisation of marriages according to the usages of the 
Jewish religion: this is a purely religious function. By its own congtj. 
tution, the Board “ has to make observations of all proceedings relative 


to legislative and municipal enactments, and shall use such MEANs 4s 
| THEY MAY DEEM REQUISITE, in order that no infraction upon the religious 
_ rites, customs, and privileges of the Jewish community, may ensue there. 


from (they shall guard against infraction from without—why not, there- 
fore, from within ?]; that they shall watch over the interests of the 
Jews in this empire, and deliberate upon what may conduce to their 
welfare, and improve their political condition,” ete., etc. This law 


_ makes its function partly religious, partly political—the religious part 


predominating over the political; since we, as Jews, enjoy all rights 
and privileges in common with our Christian fellow-citizens, except the 
right to sit in parliament. When this last vestige of civil disabilities 


shall have been removed—and I am sanguine that it will be removed 


ere long—the political function of the Board will be very limited 
Since, then, the religious character—the character of the 


can these gentlemen of the Margaret-street congregation, who have — 
_ publicly renounced orthodox Judaism, claim a seat 


at a Board essen- 
tially and to all intents and purposes orthodox ? es 

“But,” exclaim the liberals, “‘ we do not -admit them as seceders— 
we admit them as orthodox members of orthodox congregations, whom — 
they represent.” ‘True, you admit them as avowed members of the — 


_ orthodox faith; but can you so nicely separate the two principles which — 


each of these gentlemen unites in his own person ? Does not the one mili- 


tate against the other 2. And do not the gentlemen of the liberal party, - 
| who have signed the Minutes of the Board of Deputies, and the Minutes of 


grace, which they perform in 1853, condemn their own proceedings of 
_ former years? ‘They want to be liberal—they want to be generous; — 


themselves, to their constituents, to the cause which they have to 


“majority. of 30,000 is willing and ready to make concessions, consistent — 
with the principles of their ancient faith, to a minority a thousand times — 
smaller. If this minority is anxious for peace, let them seize the oppor- 
tunity, and likewise make concession on their part. But let them not 
attempt, by a side-wind, to gain a doubtful victory, which will bring 
dissension and disunion among the entire body of the Jews. When an 
hon. member, some years ago, moved in the House of Commons, that 
a resolution should be passed by the House, to admit Baron Rothschild, 


| the late Sir Robert Peel, and on a subsequent occasion Lord John 
| Russell, maintained that the admission of the Jews into parliament 


must not be by the back-door. This is a principle, an example, worthy 
of imitation. The amendment, carried at the last sitting of the Board, : 

has paved the way for reconciliation; the amendment had been carried 

by the orthodox party, which has thereby shown its willingness to meet 

them half way. Let the gentlemen of the Margaret-street congrega- 

tion seize the opportunity, and restore peace, concord, and unity among 

Another dissimilarity I must point out, which exists between the repre- 
sentation of parliament, and the representation of the Board of Depu- 

ties. Only such persons can be returned as members to serve in par- 
liament as are duly qualified-—who can elect and be elected ; while : 
‘at the Board members of the seceding congregation, by their secession, 


have become disqualified, and cannot elect. | 


It is contemplated to alter the bye-laws of the constitution of the 
Board. This would be futile, whilst the ‘‘ DECLARATION is 10 full 


that it was not quite so mad, _ 


operation and power, And-even if declarations and proclamations of 
_ former years be rescinded, how shall we stand with regard to the ecclesi- 
astical authority, which we ourselves have set up ? True, we can also 0 
away with ecclesiastical authority; .we can, by a majority of liberal 
members, vote in a liberal (?) ecclesiastical authority; we can also throw 
off the spiritual allegiance we owe to the religion of our fathers—the 
allegiance which had beer pledged by our ancestors, in the presence ® 
our great lawgiver, when he assembled them on Horeb. What cannot 
we do, in the plenitude of our power and free will? Let us do 80, and 
our religion and our liberality will be “a MockERY, A DELUSION, AN? 
A SNARE” ! | 
Let me bespeak your indulgence a little longer; and I shall be 4 
brief as possible. ‘“ Gunmas” propounded to you the principles 
_Teform on which the Margaret-street congregation has been established. 
I will not enter upon a religious controversy. I will not follow him 
this track, No practical result can be derived therefrom at the present 
stage of the question. I must therefore leave this point of his app 
unnoticed. Two remarks, however, which are spontaneously his “ye 
I cannot pass by. When he speaks of the opponents to our claims a 
the removal of our civil disabilities, he says—“ Will they not be able 
say, with justice, ‘ How can you ask to sit in the House of ieee te 
differing as you do from us in opinion, when you refuse @ similar Tg . 
in your own parliament to your brother Jews, who differed in & per 
degree from your ideas of the proper method of constraing your © 


— 


religion 2” Differing in a slight degree from your ideas of the me 
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of construing, indeed! This is liberty of conscience with a vengeance. | 


Would “ Gunmas,”’ in a law-suit, where filthy lucre is involved, trust to 
his own sagacity of interpreting or “construing” the law? Would he 
not rather consult and take the opinion of a man learned in the law, 
before he ventured to try the “ glorious uncertainty of the law”? But 
in matters of religion, where you differ in a slight degree (?) from the 
ideas (2) of others in “construing,” etc., he has no hesitation in pro- 
nouneing his fiat, where a man of discretion would pause, ere he 
expressed his opinion, | 
In another part of his appeal he expresses himself thus:—“ As far as 
my own private religious convictions are concerned, I seek the guidance 
of no man; for I find it written in the sacred volume of the law” 


(Here follows a quotation from Deut. xxx.11—14), No experienced | 


reader of the Bible will detach single passages from their total bearing, 
and ‘‘construe”’ them according to his own “ideas.” This quotation 


has as little to do with the right of private judgment, as “ Gunmas” 
has of meddling with the right of the unrepresented congregations to 


be represented at the Board by whom they choose. But as this quota- 
tion comes to hand so apropos of the matter in question, I cannot deny 
myself the gratification of setting right those of the readers of the 
appeal who might have put the same construction upon it. After ex- 


horting Israel to repentance, Moses shows them that neither time nor | . 
distance can countervail repentance. Be thou at the utmost part of | 


heaven, or beyond the seas, repentance is near thee; it is in thy mouth, 


but it must be also in thy heart. Let those who have erred return; and | 


jet -no obstacle, be it as high as proud heaven, or as broad as the stormy 
sea, stand between them and their repentance. | | 


One word more, before I conclude, to those congregations who are. 


not yet represented at the Board. ‘‘Gunmas” has addressed to you a 


the promises you require of your representatives ; for 1 amginformed, 
that certain of the mighty congregations marked thus *, have commit- 


ted the ‘ flunkeyism’ of bowing themselves down before a title.” ‘While 
he thus gibbets four congregations with that ‘ nondescript,” for bowing 
down before ‘a title,” he tries, by sweet words, to persuade you into | 
committing the same “ flunkeyism,” by bowing down before “a man | 


_ without a name.” He advises you how to exact a declaration of princi- 
ples—of principles which he sanctions—from your representatives. 

And if these candidates should be restive, and not be made to swallow 
and digest this declaration of principles,” you have only to seek, 
and “ men will be found ready and willing to carry out farthfully the trust 
you repose in them.”’ ‘* Gunmas” is also “ ready and willing” to assist 


in finding good men and true.”—*-W~ B.” isa bungler, compared 
him—who will subscribe to the ‘declaration of principles,” and | | 
‘i he recognise sueh title, the “congregational body” over which I preside 


if I read the character of Englishmen aright, you will do nothing of _ being “The West London Synagogue of British Jews. 


"pay the piper into the bargain. 
| thekind. You will, if you have a wish to be represented at the Board, 

listen only to the dictates of an honest conscience, and select men who 
will vote consistently with their duties as Jews, and in accordance with 


- Portsea, Sunderland, Chatham, and Norwich, be postponed for two 
months; and that a committee of five members of this Board be ap- 


_ street congregation, with the view to effect a reconciliation between the 
_ Said congregation and the ecclesiastical authorities. | 


— tical authorities, to the president of the Margaret-street congregation, 


Resolved, ‘‘ That the consideration of the returns of Deputies from - 
pointed to confer with an equal number of members of the Margaret- 
‘That a copy of the above resolution be forwarded to the ecclesias- 


and to Messrs. J. L. Elkin, E. Davis, D. Jonassohn, and §. Ellis.” 
‘Sampson Samuet, Sec. 


10, Devonshire-place, Portland-place, 13th Sept., 1853. 


Sir,—I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter addressed to me poe 
as Warden-President of the Margaret-street Congregation. I have to ‘ i 
inform you that I am not warden of the Margaret-street congregation, 7 | 
nor do I know of any establishment existing under that denomination. - | 


Tam one of the wardens of the West London Synagogue of British 
Jews, and any communication addressed to me or my colleagues, will 
receive every attention. : 
I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, a 
Jacos L. ELKIN. 


Str Moses Monreriorr, Bart., F.R.S., ete. 


Grosvenor-gate, Park-lune, 18th Sept., 5613—1853. 
Sir,—lI regret any preliminary difficulty should have suggested itself 
to your mind, occasioned by my having, in my letter to you of the 9th 


instant, addressed you as the Warden-Presideut of the Margaret-street 


word of warning, in which he adjures you “ not to be induced by the | ase incargnar=r | 


- appearance of even a baronet on the stage, to swerve in one iota from 


If you will be so good as to refer to the resolution which accompanied — 


- my letter, you will observe, that the congregational body therein referred 


truth, honesty, and integrity. You will uphold Judaism in its entirety. © 


Preserve it, and it will preserve you, as it has preserved you in your f 


dispersion for thousands of years. Split into: sections and sects, and 


you will bring contention, strife, discord, and never-ending dispute into | 


the camp of Israel, your own congregations—nay, even into your own 
families and* homes. Give up the time-honoured and acknowledged 


authority of the Rabbins, who have formed the pillars of our faith, for 


the self-constituted authority of laymen, who have neither right nor 
sanction to set themselves up in opposition—give them your counte- 
hance and your support—and what guarantee have you that they, en- 
couraged by your support, will not make further inroads? Let me 
therefore entreat you to pause before you decide; and when you shall 
have decided, you will then send such representatives to the Board as 
will vote honestly and conscientiously, in accordance with their duties 
Jews. May HEAVEN AssisT YOU IN BECOMING INSTRUMENTS 
IN His HANDS, TO USHER IN THE APPROACHING New YEAR IN 


PEACE, CONCORD, HARMONY, AND UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF THE 


WHOLE HOUSEHOLD OF ISRAEL! SA 


THE BOARD OF DEPUTIES AND THE WEST LONDON 
SYNAGOGUE OF BRITISH JEWS. 


We are enabled to place before our readers the correspondence read at 
the meeting of the Board of Deputies on the 22nd inst. 


Grosvenor Gate, Park-lane, 9th Sept., 5618—1853. 
| Sir,—As President of the London Committee of Deputies of the 
ritish Jews, I have the honour to transmit to you the accompanying 
resolutions, adopted at a meeting of the Board held last evening; and I 
beg to express my fervent hope that these resolutions may be effectual 


0 producing that concord and unanimity which are so essential to the | 


Welfare of the whole Jewish community. 
_ 4 request the favour of your early reply to this communicativa. 
I have the honour to remain, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


J. L. Erxrn, Esq. Moses MonrerFiore. 
arden- President, Margaret-street Congregation. 


j At a meeting of the London Committee of Deputies of the British 
ews, held on Thursday evening, 5th Elul, 5618—8th Sept., 1853; 
Moses Montefiore, Bart, President, in the chair. 


| dual predilections for the general good—lI fear the peace and unity we — 


to is designated “The Margaret-street Congregation”; it must be 
“-obvious, therefore, that it was my duty to adopt the words of the 


resolution, Thave the honor to be, Sir, 

To Jacos L. Erkin, Esq,, ete. 


10, Devonshire-place, Portland-place, Sept. 21st, 1853. 


- Sir,—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your esteemed — 
- favor, dated the 18th, which bears the post-mark of the 20th, and which | 
has only reached me this day; and, in reply, I have to say, that I am — 
not unmindful of the wording of the resolution to which you refer, and 


[ venture to think, that you, on reflection, will perceive that I cannot 


Permit me to assure you, that I have no intent‘on of creating diffi- 


culties, and that any communication I may receive in my official capacity 
- shall meet with my best attention. | 


I have the honor to be, Sir, | 

| Your obedient’servant, 
Str Moses Monrtertore, Bart., F.RAS., ete. 


LEVISON’S POSTSCRIPT. 
[We received the subjoined after the matter of the last Chronicle was made 

To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. — a? 
Sir, Having again looked over the numbers of your journal since 


the recent discussion at the Board of Deputies, and perceiving that, io 
a measure, it may be inferred from my letter that you have not acted with 


your usual impartiality, when, on reflection, it would seem that your zeal 


has arisen from a deep anxiety that the subject in dispute should be 


amicably settled; and though the sentiments expressed in the hurried — 


communication I sent you on Tuesday, the 20th inst., appear to me im- — 
| partial, yet, without there is something like mutual courtesy among the 


opposing parties—some of that elevated spirit which merges all indivi- 


both desire will not be realised. My advice would be to all,“ Act 
under the influence of the intellect rather than the feelings, and then ae 
there will not be a struggle for victory, but for truth and the conserva- 3 
tion of our faith, which possesses too much vitality to be injured by amy = 
of its professing adherents or its actual opponents. = 4. 4 
the Editor of the Jewish Chronele. 

Sir—As “Gunmas” again appears in your last week's Number, I 7 4 
assure him the ecstatic interpretation he assumes of my letter of the 4 
11th, he is right welcome to; and as the controversy is before your na 
readers, on their decision I am content to abide. As respects the most: ie 
‘Illustrious of his co-religionists, “ Gunmas” indeed seeks some extenua- by! 
tion by taking refuge in the chit-chat of some oral commumcant ; but ae 
toward the more humble of his brethren, this Goliath of freedom yet ae 


brandisheth his weapon of intolerance. I now end with this writer by 
assuring him, that no person reading his epistles can reasonably doubt 
his perfect acquaintance with “ flunkeyism,” and probably with plagia- 

tism also; and if he has true zeal for the cause he advocates, I advise | 
him to show it in future a to promote peace—not to sow 
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Sept. 27th, 1853. Oxr WHO WAS PRESENT. 


tioned, not as in possession of Moab, but to indicate that the required 


- paramount, by sending the tribute as in former times. The image of 


_ that it is the petition of Moab which accompanies the lambs. 


| A To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 

 Sir—I do not think Mr. H. Guedalla evinces much knowledge of 
‘the public, by asserting that they would necessarily prefer a belief in 
“any statement having his signature, to one signed anonymously. ‘The 
‘public will not, I am sure, approve of the language of accusation in 
which Mr. Guedalla so largely deals in his letter of the 19th, But per- 
haps this gentleman will merely answer the following question—Was 
Sir M. Montefiore, Bart., still in the chair, when, after his hasty speech, 
Sir Anthony de Rothschild, Mr. Benjamin 8. Phillips, and Baron Lionel | 
de Rothschild, M.P., successively rose to address the meeting, and were 
each silenced by crie¢ of “ No chairman’ ? 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 

. Sir,—The Board of Deputies, according to the laws by which it is 
constituted and governed, is “ The London Committee of Deputies of | 

~~ T beg permission to put the following questions, in anticipation that 
some one among your numerous readers will favour me with a reply. 
Can a foreign Jew vote for a Deputy? Ay 
Can a foreign Jew legally be a Deputy ? 


If a foreigner is permitted to vote for and to be a Deputy, can the 

. Board be said to represent the British Jews ?—its constitution being, as 
per its title, for the sole purpose of protecting the rights and privileges 

of the Jews of the British empire only. LG os 

| I am, yours, etc., 


THE HISTORY OF MOAB. 
F Extracted from © Hebrew Politics in the times of Sargon and Sennacherib.”* 
| (Concluded from page 382.) 
_ The expression of “sending the lamb” is clearly explained by the 
account already referred to, of the mode in which the tribute of Moab — 
was paid during its dependence on Israel. A more difficult question — 
arises from the mention of Sela—‘ the Rock’’—which it seems most 
straightforward to take here, as in 2 Kings xiv. 7, to be Petra, the chief 
city of Edom: and we must then suppose that it had fallen into the | 


fi power of Moab, perhaps at the time when this nation made itself ob- || 


noxious to the denunciations of Amos, Isaiah’s elder contemporary, for 
savage outrage on Edom (Amosii. 1); or that Sela is here men-. 


flocks would be collected most conveniently in the pasture grounds near | 


that city, whether they already belonged to the Moabites, or were to be || eG ae | 
. eo ee 8 poll : personages, such as the sovereign, the bishop, the parson, and so on, 


purchased from Edom. The “ wildernesses” and ‘“ deserts” of the 
Bible auswer (with due allowance for the difference of climate and con- 
sequent vegetation) to what we call moors or commons, uninhabited, 
but fit for pasture. ‘The wilderness here referred to was probably the 
tract between Petra and Judea, which Strabo calls €pyuos, and Jerome 
—desertum ; and Sela may have been the head-station of the shepherds | 
who frequented these plains with their vast flocks, and where they found | 
— such protection and water as Uzziah is said to have provided for his 
flocks by making “towers and wells inthe desert.” ss 
Isaiah, after declaring the woes that are coming on the people of | 
Moab, calls them to submit themselves again to their rightful lord- 


the daughter of Zion sitting in royal dignity suggests that of the | 
daughters of Moab in flight; and this the two images of the undignified 
peasant or female slave wading through a river, and that of young birds 
losing their nest, and struggling at the risk of their lives (comp. chap. 
xlvii. 1—-9). And then the abrupt turn of expression seems to indicate 
that he is suddenly conscious of the apparent impropriety of a Jew in | 
the unhappy reign of Ahaz, when his own country was in the depths of | 
humiliation and distress, thus addressing the haughty Moab, which was 


refuge for the Israelites, who were flying from their own land to avoid 
military inroads on every side, and also the extortion of tribute, which, | 
_ from the way Isaiah constantly speaks of it, would seem to have been 
collected by the Assyrians themselves: and therefore, while repeating 
_ the prediction which he had lately made to the Philistines, that the 
throne of David would shortly be established in its former power, and— 
giving this as the reason why Moab had better return to his allegiance, 
he makes it also a reason why meanwhile the Hebrew fugitives should 
be treated with less pride and wrath. 
The old way of understanding this as the address of Isaiah to Moab, 
_ Seems to me to give a more coherent sense than the modern supposition, 


But, the prophet adds, such arguments will be in vain; we know his 
proud and ervel character too well. This insolence is spoken of as the 
national character of Moab and Ammon by Jeremiah (xlviii. 27—30) _ 
and Zephaniah (ii.8—1!0); and we find Sanballat of Horonaim (in 
Moab), and Tobiah the Ammonite, mocking, in the old spirit of their — 
people, the builders of Jerusalem under Nehemiah. But his pride shall 
not prevail ; his boasting will prove a lie in the end. ‘The land of Moab 
was famous then, as it is still, for its pastures and its vineyards; and in — 
renewing his warning of the destruction at hand, Isaiah now takes his — 

images from the latter, as before from the former, feature of the country. | 
He sees “ Heshbon and Elealeh, and the flowery dale of Sibmah clad 
with vines,” wasted by the ruthless invaders, who break down those | 
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| force. We shrink from such undisguised mention, in words, of the 


| like occasions, that Moab is a person in the eycs of the prophet; for 
this much better expresses the case than to speak of a personification, 


_ we have also gained something by the change; for it has been effected 


must add the Anglican, churches are warnings of the evil of endeavout- 
ing to restrict the.catholic spirit within the limits of a formal and finite 


| ceeded in contracting a loan in the desert, and the affair is so incredible 
_ still in all its prosperity and pride, and at the very moment a place of | 


| good Mussulman cannot lend money on interest, the Koran positively | 


plants so famous for their choice fruit, and so luxuriant in their grow 
that nature and man combined to carry them beyond the limits of the 
- desert and over the sea. This “sea” may either be the Dead Sea, oy 

as Jeremiah understands it, a lake at Jazer, though none has been found 


the shouting in the vineyard and at the wine-press are not now heard: 
| their vintage-shout has ceased, for other gatherers and treaders are 


Roman any more thantoa Hebrew. 
understood literally and precisely as they would be in the hiring a | 
|| servant for such aterm. There is no occasion, though no objection | 


| 


perpetual succession, power to’ sue and be sued, and to use a common 


that of the spirit, and not of the letter. © 


for attributing this prophecy to some other writer than Isaiah. 


s immediately carried into execution. We had still attached to out 


to extract from him, our exhansted money-bags might swell again to 


jection to accommodate us, and the conditions were soon arrau 


gold. I offered to borrow his two thousand piastres, and to give him 10 
exchange two thousand eight hundred on the day when we sh 


| Journey round the Dead Sea. 


there now. The prophet’s sympathy is so excited that he weeps fo, 
Sibmah, as Jazer and its people themselves may weep; and if their 
water-courses are cut off, he will supply the loss with his tears. The 
wheat and barley were the spring-harvest ; but the joy of the summer. 
harvest, when the fruits, the olives and the grapes, were gathered’in to 
repay the toils of the year, would be the greater: but the singing and 


come, and the battle-shout is heard in its stead. ~_ a 
Kir-hareseth and Kir-haresh are understood to be other names for 
Kir-Moab, mentioned above. Sibmah was in the neighbourhood of 
Heshbon. The expression “my bowels shall sound lixe a harp for 
Moab,” employs a favourite image of the Hebrew poets. The ancients 
would not have understood the feeling which makes such allusions repul. — 
sive to modern taste, while we acknowledge their appropriateness and 


niore grossly animal functions, just as we do from the unrestrained 
utterance of such “howlings” as'are attributed to Moab in the chapters _ 
before us, and which would not have seemed degraaing to a Greek or 
When Moab finds that he is wearying himself to no purpose by hig 
sacrifices on the high places, he shall try whether prayers in his temples 
will be more effectual; but both shall be in vain. These judgments 
have been hanging over the head of Moab from of old: but now the | 
time of their accomplishment is near; it shall be within three years, to be 


(except what lies against all unnecessary conjectures), to suppose that 
verses thirteen and fourteen are a postscript added to the prophecy, itself 
of earlier date: it is just as easy to understand them as parts of one 


We may notice here, though the observation applies equally to all 


This sense of the corporate unity of a nation was much stronger among 
the ancients, as it was in the middle ages, than anything we feel now in 
our political communities, which are so much larger, and with such. 
much more complicated interests than those of former times. Our old 
legal forms, by which an association of men is ‘ incorporated,” with 


seal, as though a single person—as well as those which erect individual 


into ‘corporations sole,” with the legal powers of a corporate body— } 
are illustrations of the medieval feeling. If we have lost something, 


in a great degree by a healthy growth and expansion of patriotism 
towards philanthropy, if it must also in some respects be referred toa 
depression of the patriotic by the selfish temper. The Romish, and 


personality of this kind, in opposition to the indications of God's pro. 
vidence, no less than His express declarations, that the highest unity }s 


It seems to me unnecessary to notice the reasons which are advanced 
Jeremiah has recast its component parts in a new form, as he has the 

prophecies against Babylon; and in each case with the same indications 

that he is not the original author. | 


-Errectinc A Loan 1n THE Desert.—We have, however, suc 


that I cannot help detailing it. On the day we ieft the encampment of 
Kharbet Fougoua, near Schihan, a brilliant idea suggested itself, which. 


caravan the cattle-dealer, Mahommed-el-Quodsy, who was on his way 
to Karak, with the intention of purchasing some sheep. Most probably 
he was furnished with a certain sum in gold, which if we could contrive 


their ordinary bulk. I desired Matteo to sound him; he made no ob- 


Matteo had asked him, in my name, what profit he expected to make 
by his intended speculation in Karak? Mahommed answered eight 
hundred piastres. Now, he carried with him two thousand piastres 


arrive at Jerusalem. He agreed most willingly to our proposal ; bat’ 


forbids it. It was, therefore, necessary to hit on some contrivance € | 
baffle the prophet, and thus we settled it: Mahommed sold his horse ® 
Matteo for a thousand piastres, and Matteo resold it back to him 1@ 
mediately for two hundred, which established a balance of eight hua 
dred piastres in favour of Mahommed. This sum Matteo bound him- 
self to pay at Jerusalem, in the manner and at the date prescribed 
double bargain was concluded with many graspings of the pi 
solemnly delivered in token of mutual good faith. I then delivered 
Mahommed-el-Quodsy a bill for two thousand piastres, to be or -” 

at our banker’s, and we forthwith pocketed his money.—4ee 
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